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HE negociation, carrying on 


by the preſent miniſtry with 
Ireland, engages the attention, and 
affects the intereſts of ſo great a body 
of the people of both countries, that 
it is no wonder, Mr. Fox's opinions 


on that buſineſs ſhould be ſought after 
with avidity. 


His oppoſition to the fourth pro- 
poſition was not given in the newſ⸗ 
papers ſo fully as uſual, nor indeed 
could it be expected that the limits 
of a newſpaper could admit them, and 
it is in ſome meaſure to ſupply that 
defect, that this ſpeech is publiſhed 
by itſelf. | 
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"HE 

FOURTH 

IRISH PROPOSITION, 
As opened by Mr. PITT, 

On the 12th of May“. 

E it is highly important to 
the general intereſts of the Britiſh 
empire, that the laws for regulating 
trade and navigation ſhould be the ſame 
: in Great Britain and Ireland and there- 
fore that it is EssENTTIAL towards carry- 
ing into effect the preſent ſettlement, 
that all laws which have been made 
or ſhall be made in Great Britain, for 
ſecuring excluſive privileges to the 


This propoſition was not opened to the Iriſh Parli- 
ament, | 


ſhips 


viii [| 
ſhips and mariners of Great Britain, 
Ireland, and the Britiſh colonies and 
plantations, and for regulating and re- 
ſtraining the trade of the Britiſh colo- 
nies and plantations „ ſhall be 1 in force 
in Ireland in the ſame manner as in 
Great Britain, and that proper mea- 
ſures. ſhould from time to time be ta- 


ken for effeQually crying the lame 
into execution. 
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The Founru Prorosfrox with the 


Amendments in Italics, . as ut paſed 
the Houſe of Commons. | 


Tua it is highly important to the 
general intereſts of the Britiſh empire, 
that the laws for regulating trade and 
navigation ſhould be the ſame in Great 

Bri- 
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Britain and Ireland; and therefore that 
it is eſſential, towards garrying into ef- 
fect the preſent ſettlement, that all laws 
which have been made, or ſhall be 
made in Great Britain, for ſecuring 
excluſive privileges to the ſhips and 
mariners of Great Britain, Ireland, 
and the Britiſh colonies and planta- 
tions, and for regulating and reſtrain- 
ing the trade of the Britiſh colonies 
and plantations, ſuch Jaws impoſing the 
ſame reſtraints, and conferring the ſame 
benefits on the ſubjefs of both kingdoms, 
ſhould be in force in Ireland, by /aws 
zo be paſſed by the Parliament of that 
kingdom for the ſame time, and in the 
ſam: manner as in Great Britain. 


* 


Mn. 


R. FOX began by obſerving, that 
when the Iriſh propoſitions (as they 
had been termed) were firſt laid before the 
Britiſh Houſe of Commons, the miniſter de- 
clared that the conſequence muſt cettainly be, 
that all the complaints of Ireland would be 
compleatly ſettled, not only upon fair but 
upon advantageous terms to Great Britain, 
That although a, participation of our com- 
merce would be granted to Ireland, yet, 
ſuch was the deliberate wiſdom with 
which the propoſitions had been framed, 
that although very great advantages were 
promiſed to Ireland, we, in fact, ſhould be 
adding very conſiderably to our own. 


Ma. Fox declared, that, as a friend to 
Ireland, no man had it more at heart than 
he had, to grant every advantage to that 
country, conſiſtent with the ſafety and 


welfare of his own, That he was per- 
* fectly 
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fectly of opinion, the proſperity of 1. 
Aand was the proſperity of Great Britain. 
And, on the otheg hand, he was alſo of 
opinion, that — of Great Bri- 
ain undoubtedly muſt be the proſperity of 
Ireland. 


To promote the welfare of Ireland, and 
to ſee that perfect cordiality, and mutual 
confidence firmly eſtabliſhed, which is 
ſo eſſential to the proſperity and happineſs 
of both countries, no man could enter- 
tain a ſincerer with, or ſhould exert him- 
ſelf with greater zeal than he was ready 
to do, in order to accompliſh a purpoſe ſo 
neceflary for the good of both countries, 


Mn. Fox declared, that, he ſhould 
ever conſider it to be his duty, as a mem- 
ber of the Britiſh Parliament, not only to 
view the propoſitions as they may affect 
the intereſts of his own country; but, alſo, 
to ſee in what way they will operate upon 
Ireland. For he conſidered, that if they 
ſhould tend to injure the intereſts of either 
country, the purpoſe for which they are in- 
tended muſt be equally and certainly defeated. 
: Tnar 
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Tur ſome meaſures were abſolutely 
neceſſary to eſtabliſh content and mutual 
friendſhip between Great Britain and Ire- 
land, no man could doubt. But how little 
the propoſitions that had been laid before 
Parliament, were adapted to produce ſuch 
a happy conſequence, every day's examina- 
tion had more and more confirmed. 


Tuar this was thg fact, with regard to 
the propoſitions in general, no one could 
doubt who had given them the leaſt atten- 
tion; but, if there was one propoſition, 
more pregnant with objections, and, againſt 
which, both countries had greater reaſon 
to complain, it was certainly this fourth 
5 - Propoſition now under the conſideration of 


the committee. This very propoſition would 


certainly be found to contain matter ſo in- 
Jurious _ to both countries, that inſtead of 
producing any thing like ſalutary conſe- 
5 quencès; it muſt, of itſelf, prove the cauſe 
£4 "of endleſs jealouſies, ill-blood and animoſi- 

| ties between the two countries, 
: Ns. Fax A anette to the Diſtdious 
Salbe of miniſtry, and what had fallen 
B 2 from 
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fectly of opinion, the proſperity of 1 


land was the proſpetity of Great Britain. 


And, on the othegyhand, he was alſo of 
opinion, that the Nolperity of Great Bri- 


ain undoubtedly muſt be the proſperity of 
Ireland. 


To promote the welfare of Ireland, and 
to ſee that perfect cordiality, and mutual 
confidence firmly eſtabliſhed, which is 


ſo effential to the proſperity and happineſs 


of both countries, no man could enter- 
tain a ſincerer wiſh, or ſhould exert him- 
ſelf with greater zeal than he was ready. 
to do, in order to accompliſh a purpoſe ſo 
neceflary for the good of both countries. 


Mn. Fox declared, that, he ſhould 
ever conſider it to be his duty, as a mem- 
ber of the Britiſh Parliament, not only to 
view the propoſitions as they may affect 
the intereſts of his own country ; but, alſo, 
to ſee in what way they will operate upon 
Ireland. For he conſidered, that if they 
ſhould tend to injure the intereſts of either | 
country, the purpoſe for which they are in- 
tended muſt be equally and certainly defeated. 
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Tnar ſome meaſures were abſolutely 

neceſſary to eſtabliſh content and mutual 
| friendſhip between Great Britain and Ire- 
land, no man could doubt. But how little 

the propoſitions that had been laid before 

Parliament, were adapted to produce ſuch 

a happy conſequence, every day's examina- 

tion had more and more confirmed, 


8 * this was thg fact, with regard to 
the propoſitions in general, no one could 
doubt wha had given them the leaſt atten- 

1 tion; but, if there was one propoſition, 
more pregnant with objections, and, againſt 
* which, both countries had greater reaſon 

to complain, it was certainly this fourth *... 

- Propoſition now under the conſideration of 
> the committee. This very propoſition would 
certainly. be. found to contain matter ſo in- 
Jurjous. to both countries, that inſtead of 
produging any thing like ſalutary conſe- 
ꝗuencès:; it muſt, of itſelf, prove the cauſe 
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from his honourable friend behind him, 
(Mr, Sheridan) reſpecting this very pro- 
poſition not having been laid before the 
Iriſh Parliament with the reft. Mr. Fox 
was certainly of oPptuion that no power of 
language could do away the charge of in- 
ſidiouſneſs made by his honourable friend, 
when the direct attack againſt the legi- 
{lative independence of Ireland came to be 
juſtly viewed. | 


Ms. Fox called upon the recollection of 
the committee, by reminding them, that 
when the original propoſitions were laid be- 2 
fore the Houſe, the right honourable gen=: 
tleman (Mr. Pitt) peremptorily declared 
that they muſt paſs then, that they could 
not be altered, —but that ſach as they were '- 
they muſt fand or fall ber. ; 


2% 


WhHen the miniſter made this declaration, 

it muſt alſo be freſh in the memory of every 

entleman preſent, with what indecent: 

ET it had been attempted to carry thoſe 

propoſitions through the Houſe ; as well as 

with what extreme atheulty he (Mr. F 2 
a 


5 


bad been able to prevent the miniſter from. 
ſucceeding 1 in that attempt. 


. 


Hap the minder been ſucceſsful 1 in car- 
rying the original propoſitions, it 1s now very 
well known, that: ſome of 'the effential | in- 
tereſts of this country muſt have been ſacrifi- 
ced; among which, the Eaſt India Company's 
Charter certainly could not be ranked as 
the leaſt. Theſe facts plainly proved, how 
neceſſary it was. to take ſufficient time, to 
weigh well the different effects the propo- 
_. Ktions were likely. to produce : : ſeveral al- 
terations, called amendments, had already 
been adopted, which at firſt appeared to 
leſſen the evils the propoſition contained ; 
but, they certainly were not adequate to re- 
move thoſe ſolid objections that ſtill remained 
againſt them in general, and this fourth pro- 
2 in particular; and, without re- 
moving which, the worſt and moſt un- 
: "os conſequences mult neceſſarily follow. 


Mn. Fox declared, that aware, as he un- 
_ undoubtedly was, of the imbecility of the 
councils by which the Iriſh propoſitions 
had been framed, and vn as he muſt 

certainly 
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certainly be, of the wiſdom or even fair- 


neſs of any negociation carried on by the 
' preſent miniftry, he dwned however, that 


his apprehenſions had been principally rouſ- 


ed by that hurry, ith which the miniſter 
attempted to drive the original propoſitions 
through the Houſe of Commons, and the 
difficulty with which, he had been able to 
get the opportunity that had been acquired 
to conſider Them vrith dame attention. 


Anpep to this, he" could bot FORDS how:- 
every ſpecies of obſtruction bad been adopt? 


ed to prevent information from the different 
manufacturers being brought to . the. bar 


_— 7 


of the Houſe of Commons; from whom, © 


information of the moſt valuable kind ought' 
to have been looked for. in the preſent” buſi- 


neſs. Nor could he forget the duplicity 


with which ſome of theſe men had been 


treated by miniſtry. It was the characters 


| iſtic: of men who mean to deal fairly, | | 
to admit every information: Men of "wu 
different deſcription do every thing in their 


power to prevent it. That this has been 
the conduct of the preſent miniſtry is ſuffi- 


ciently eſtabliſhed by every part of their 
conduct 
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conduct relative to this negociation. And yet 
ſuch was the confuſed texture of this buſi- 
neſs, that what with the i ignorance, duplicity, 
and hurry which had appeared, it was dif- k 
ficult to ſay which were moſt conſpicuous; &— - 
but, taken altogether, it was highly neceſ- | 
fary, to watch, with the keeneſt attention, 
the conduct of the RA 


By the original propoſitions, that mini- 
ſtry had attempted to haſten throygh the * 
Houſe of Commons, it was now very well 
known that they would have given up the 
power of the Britiſh Parkament;: to renew 
the Eaſt India Company' s charter. 


To what Soha are we to impute this 
circumſtance in the propoſitions ? Is it to be 
looked upon as an effect of the miniſter's ig- 
norance ?—Or, is it a concealed and ſecret 
ſacrifice intended to be made, of one of the 


2 principal branches of the revenue of Great 
2 Britain? | 


iy 


. Is we are to attribute this ſacrifice mere- 
ly to that ſtupidity which ſo eminently dif: 
plays itſelf throughout the whole condu@t”” 


ot 
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of miniſtry, he ſaid he ſhould be glad to 
know, what reliance could be placed on any 
of their meaſures? Were men, capable of 
ſuch neglect, worthy to be entruſted with 
the concerns of a great commercial na- 
tion ?—If on the other hand, we were to 
imagine, that miniſtry, were aware of giv- 
ing up the power of the Britiſh Parlia- 
ment to renew the Eaſt India Company's 
charter, what muſt the public think of 
their fidelity to that Company, upon whoſe 
ſhoulders they had raiſed themſelves to their 
preſent ſtation ! In either way, Mr. Fox ob- 
ſerved, the conſequence muſt prove equally 
fatal to every thing like confidence in the 


preſent miniſtry, 


Bur what rendered the conduct of mini- 
ſtry moſt atrocious, in the propoſitions that 
had been attempted to be paſſed, was, that 
theſe very propoſitions, which ultimately 
went to the annihilation of the Eaſt India 
Company, as a Company, all together, were 
introduced by that very man, who owed 
his popularity. to the pretence of vindi- 
cating their charter, which all the world 


knew had been abuſed ! Whoſe abuſes had 
| been 


41 91 
been recognized by Parliament, —Abuſes, 
that never had been denied, nor attempted 


to be denied. 


F 1647 | | 
Var, we have fon. that ry man, who 
was the pretended friend of the Eaſt India 
Company's charter, merely becauſe it was 
a charter, introducing propoſitions as a. mi- 
niſter, by which, not only the charter it- 
ſelf, but, by which, the very annihilation of 
the Company, as a, Company, muſt have 
been the conſequence ! The public in gene- 
ral, and that Company in particular, are 
now ſenſible, or ſoon muſt. be. ſenſible, 
who are the real friends to the real intereſts 
of the Eaſt India e 195130 | 


Mn. Fox begged 1 to obferre, that every 
ſpecies of miſrepreſentation had been made 
uſe of, to miſkead the minds of the public, re- 
lative to the bill he had the honour to intro- 
duce, for the better regulation of the Eaſt 
India Company's affairs. Theſe miſrepreſenta- 
tions had been but too ſucceſsful at the mo- 
ment, but, he felt that confidence, which 
fills the mind of every man who is conſei⸗ 
ous of having acted upon Juſt principles for 
e the 


© to J | 
the good of the empire, that time would 
open the eyes of the public, and ſhew them 
who were the real friends to the true in- 
tereſts and proſperity of the country in 
general, and that A in . 


Mx. Fox Achtel in very injninted lan⸗ 
guage, that no man was a firmer frieitd to 
perſonal liberty, or held the ſecurity of per- 
ſonal property more ' facred than himſelf. 
That no meaſure of his, ever had, or- ever 
ſhould contain an infringement of either; 
and, although ſuch an idea had been mali - 
eiouſly interwoven with his Eaſt India Bill, 
yet, that ſuch an idea was falſe and ground- 
Iefs, he boldly maintained, and defied any 
man to prove that there was any foundation 
1 a 


Wut chartds' by which the Eaſt India 
Company held the rhonopoly of that trade 
was like all other charters. It was a charter, 
granted upon certain conditions, to & eer- 
tain number of men for the better conducts 
ing a plan; for their advantage, no doubt, 
but not merely and entirely for their W ee 
tage, but for that of the community at large. 
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Tux Eaſt India Company's charter was 
therefore a. truſt, which ſo long as the 
conditions were fulfilled, and not injurious 
to the public, ought not to be interrupted 
or moleſted. But, when that truſt had been 
abuſed, would any friend to the preſent go- 
vernment pretend to ſay, that it was not 
the duty of Parliament to interfere ? Or that 
by a violation of the conditions on their part, 
they did not themſelves forfeit their charter? 


Taz Eaſt India Company's charter is 
preciſely a truſt—not an irrevocable grant, 
And the conditions upon which Parliament 
can grant ſuch a charter muſt be conſiſtent 
with the good of the empire, without which 
Parliament could not grant a monopoly ta 
any ſet of men whatever ; nor could Parlia- 
ment, conſiſtently with its duty to the public, . 
permit any charter to be continued, whoſe 
conditions had been . violated, or become 
injurious to the public good. 


Tur abuſes of the Eaſt India Company's 
truſt, it was well known, had been recog- 
nized by Parliament, and in this Houſe by a 
very large majority. Their miſconduct had 
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the good of the empire, that time would 
open the eyes of the public, and ſhew them 
who were the real friends to the true in- 


tereſts and proſperity of the country in 
general, and that company in * 


Mx. Fox Achtes in very animated lan⸗ 
guage, that no man was a firmer frieitd to 
perſonal liberty, or held the ſecurity of per- 
ſonal property more ſacred than himſelf. 
That no meaſure of his, ever had, or ever 
ſhould contain an infringement of either; 
and, although ſuch an idea had been mali- 
eiouſly interwoven with his Eaſt India Bill, 
yet, that ſuch an idea was falſe and ground- 
kc, he boldly maintained, and defied any 
man to prove that there was any foundation 
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Tur charter by which the Eaſt India 
Company held the monopoly of that trade 
was like all other charters, It was a charter, 
granted upon certain conditions, to a cer- 
tain number of men for the better conducts 
ing a plan; for their advantage, no doubt, 
but not merely and entirely for their we 


tage, but for that of the e at large. 
THe 
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Tux Eaſt India Company's charter was 
therefore a. truft, which fo long as the 
conditions were fulfilled, and not injurious 
to the public, ought not to be interrupted 
or moleſted. But, when that truſt had been 
abuſed, would any friend to the preſent go- 
vernment pretend to ſay, that it was not 
the duty of Parliament to interfere ? Or that 
by a violation of the conditions on their part, 
they did not themſelves forfeit their charter? 


Tun Eaſt India Company's charter is 
preciſely a truſt not an irrevocable grant. 
And the conditions upon which Parliament 
can grant ſuch a charter muſt be conſiſtent 
with the good of the empire, without which 
Parliament could not grant a monopoly to 
any ſet of men whatever; nor could Parlia- 
ment, conſiſtently with its duty to the public, 
permit any charter to be continued, whoſe 
conditions had been violated, or become 
injurious to the public good. 


Tu abuſes of the Eaſt India Company's 
truſt, it was well known, had been recog- 
nized by Parliament, and in this Houſe by a 
very large majority. Their miſconduct had 
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not only diſgraced this country abroad, but 
| threatened bankruptcy | and ruin to their 
trade at home. And, ſuch had been the 
conſequences, that Parliament had not only 
been obliged to forego ſome of its claims on 
the Company, but to adminiſter conſiderable 
aſſiſtance to ſave it from deſtruction. 


To preſerve that trade, which he well 
knew was eſſential to the Britiſh revenue, he 
introduced his bill, and Mr. Fox obſerved, 
that in the hour when popular prejudice was 
at its height, he had always ſtood forward 
with this declaration.ä— That he was ever 
ready to avow that bill, and he was ſure that 
time would ſhew its neceſſity, though perhaps, 
too late to effect theſe ſalutary conſequences, 
ſo greatly wanted to give ſtability and pro- 
ſperity to the Eaſt- India Company's affairs. 


Mn. Fox obſerved, that his bill was 
founded on the neceſſity of a regulation of 
the Eaſt-India Company s Charter ; not to 
remove the property, or to affect it; but to 
give it that permanency and ſupport which 
its tendency to diſſolution avowedly ſtood in 
veed of, —But what was the conduct of the 


right 


yi. 
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right honourable gentleman on that buſineſs 3; | 
why, although it was proved on all hands , 
that the charter had been abuſed, and that 
the conditions upon which it had been grant- 
ed had been violated—yet he oppoſed the 
bill, and defended the charter, merely be- 
cauſe it was a charter, — - 


To ſee groundleſs apprehenſions excited by 
men whoſe underſtandings it is impoſſible to 
reſpect, is not impoſſible. That the right ho- 
nourable gentleman was ſucceſsful in excit- 
ing thole groundleſs apprehenſions is well 
known; and now let us ſee upon what 
degree of conſiſtency, and what degree 
of ſincerity his triendſhip to the Eaſt- 
India Company is really founded—why, the 
\ - Proofs of them are to be found, and will re- 
main for ever againſt him in theſe very propo- 
ſitions. The firſt negociation he was engaged 
in, as a miniſter, he made their charter and 
their exiſtence as a company, a ſacrifice 
an unneceſſary an unſolicited, wanton, or 
careleſs, or treacherous ſacrifice to Ireland. 
He (Mr. Fox) for one, ſhould never conſent. 
to make a ſurrender of the Eaſt-India Com- 
pany's charter; and zealous as he undoubt +2 
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E 
edly was to ſee the proſperity of Ireland, 
yet he never could conſent to place this coun» 
try in ſo humiliating a ſituation, that it 
ſhould be obliged to ſolicit the conſent ol the 
Irifh Parliament for leave to grant a renewal 
of the Eaſt-India Company's charter. Upon 
that trade, Great-Britain depended for a con- 
fiderable revenue; and this the miniſter 
ought to have remembered.—Was it to be 
imagined that Ireland would have returned 
ſo immenſe an advantage ; or, that the Iriſh 
Parliament would have been juſtified in giv- 
ing it up again; although they had obtained it 
unſolicited, through the ignorance, or ſome 
worſe motive, of our miniſtry, and, it ſhould 
even have appeared without their intention? 
| Undoubtedly it would have been abſurd to 
expect any ſuch thing. Once gone, there 
was an end of it for ever. 


Or the propoſitions now before Parlia- 
ment, the fact had turned out, that the 
more they were conſidered, the more he 
found them liable to ferious and inſuperable 
objections. The miniſtry, notwithſtanding 
their boaſted determination of carrying them 

in n their original forma, had been obliged to 


give 


. 

give it up, and, thence, had proved, to all the 
world, that they could not vindicate them, and 
that they themſelves now conſidered them as 
originally inadequate.— That they had ſtood 
upon ground which they found not tenable, 
and therefore, to make them leſs exception. 
able, certain additions and amendments had | 
been adopted, 2 


But could any gentleman” t take upon bim 
to ſay, that the amendments were ſuffi- 
cient to x remove the evils contained in the 
propoſitions? certainly not. And it was 
bis (Mr. Fox s) opinion, that it would be 
infinitely better to the peace and harmony 
of the two countries, that no treaty at 
all ſhould take place, than that the propoſi- 
tions now before the committee ſhould. For 
unleſs ſuch a plan was deviſed as ſhould ef- 
fectually remove the grounds of uneaſineſs, 
without being materially detrimental to ei - 
ther country, it were better, doubtleſs, that 
no plan at all ſhould be put into execution. 


Ms. Fox then ſaid, that the propoſitions 
were to be conſidered as a treaty between 
two independent powers for the mutual ad- 
vantage 


\ 
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vantage of both. It was a bargain going on 
between them, to this purpoſe, I will 
=— give you: 1s much, for ſo much.” 4 


In the eric! of all fair bargains, 
it is ever underſtood that both parties are to 

de benefited ; that neither is to be wronged; 
that neither is to be injured. ' f 


Bur this fourth propoſition poſſeſſes the 
moſt extraordinary qualities that ever marked 
a negociation.— lt promiſes ſo much to Ire- 
land, that it threatens the exiſtence of many 
of our moſt valuable manufactories, It alſo 
demands, a ſurrender, from Ireland, of her 
3 independence. 


To grant Ireland advantages detrimental 
to the immediate ſupport of the Britiſh Em- 
pire, can never be required by Ireland ; and 
ought not to be given by us. To grant Ire- 
land advantages, and require a price ſhe 
cannot accede to, without relinquiſhing her 
legiſlative independence, would be an inſult 
to her underſtanding to expect. 


' Mr ſuch is the abſolute tendency of this 
fourth propoſition, - and ſuch. the - conſe- 
| quences 


1 17 1 3 
quences that muſt take place, if it be er.. : 
ried, | 


» 9 * 


46 


Tun a of Ireland dei | 
merited every attention, and might, if not 
removed by wiſe and ſalutary meaſures, 
prove the cauſe of ſerious conſequences. But 
did any one imagine that her complaints 4 
were to be relieved by advantages ariſing 
from a participation of our trade, when ſhe, 
on the other hand, was to be obliged'to relin- 
quiſh the independence of her parliament? | 
Would not that reſumption: of the legiſlative | 
power of the Britiſh Parliament: ovet that of 
Ireland, be a means. to defeat every advan- " 4: 
tage to be expected from a participation f 
our trade ? Undoubtedly 1 it would. And in 
this caſe, Ireland makes an. abſolute and cer- 
tain ſurrender of what is her chief pride, 
J mean the independence of her Parliament. 
for a participation, the advantages of Which, : 
Great-Britain can always defeat by her re- 
Hol power over the Parliament of Ireland. 7 
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70 


N Twin hs uneaſi neſs of Ireland is worthy 
of the greateſt exertions of our abilities, and 
requires immediate attention, muſt be admit- 
| D - vb ; ted. 


Oo 5 8 't 3 2 
Ef rode But when the effects of this 8 i- 
tion ſhall take place on the manufacturers of 
this country who have applied by petition— 
are we to imagine that the complaints of the 
people of England will be leſs formidable, 
13 when they ſhall-find their intereſts ſacrificed? 
Does any mail. pretend to ſay, that a com- 


W 8 5 motion in England would be leſs alarining 
F. "= diſcontent in 2 l 8 

be 22 Tu neceſſity of re basel 2 6 
ID " the utmoſt dircumſpection—the neceſſity of 


- 4fing upon deliberation ariſes from this cir- 
cumſtance — that, the *propofitions, when ac- 


| 5 3 ceded to bylicland, and aden 
e je ce r N | 

5 . Aw footed genden behind we, 5 
; BB Gl Dempſter) imagines it is neeeſſary 7 
* that theſe propofttions ſhould' be tried, be- 
155 IN cauſe Something Was neceſſary to be done ; "i. 
KS 5 and, is clearly in an error relpeRting - the 


5 nature of the preſent, negaciation. He con- 22 
. 3 ſiders it as differing from the treaty with. 
at Shs "Scotland (which forms. the union) TY 0 | 


cannot be altered, becauſe, (fays ke) ane ry 


725 7 = the: parties who framed it is. no more 
2 mere the Scottiſh Parkamont. He. e. 
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gines, that- the * propoſitions can * 2 
altered, becauſe both the Parliaments Who * . 
2 to them will ſal remain. KY 


Ix this Mr. Fe ox begged le] to obſe eve 5 be 1 
the honourable gentleman had * W „ val 
underſtood the ok 5 ; 8 "0 4 2 
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Taz nk wha 4870505 to o by the | _ 
Britiſh and Iriſh Parliaments; would ir 
ſolemn treaty, that neithet country could af- ae : 8 

- terwards alter, or infringe, without A, direct N. 5 Ft 
violation of good. faith. And in this nge ee 99 
held the 3 and idea of the -Chancel-' —_— 


lor of the Exchequer! 3. and in in khis, and in 22 A 

| Se He agreed. with bim. 3 1 „ ER 

| — * * r 
E dettimental the propoſitions, *7 1, 
5 Mem Ly might hexeafter be found to eiter 
3 5 'coubery—ha# country could xp redreſs her- 1 


ſelf; for, ſuch was the nature of the treaty. — 9 wo 
X. Did they not therefore deand the 950 Yen, e 
liberate inveſtigation? | * oY 
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dom of thoſe who originally offered them to 
Parliament. 


Arrxx the declaration made by the mi- 
niſter, upon his firſt laying the propoſitions 
before Parliament, that they muſt ſtand or 
fall together; his mortification could not be 
ſmall, to find himſelf forced to ſubmit to 
alterations, in order to preferve that majority, 
from which, he had received ſo many proofs 
of e to his meafures, 


SUPPORTED as he (Mr. Pitt) often had 
boaſted he was, yet he had certainly been 
diſappointed on the preſent buſineſs. He 
had not found the preſent Houſe of Com- 
mons plant enough entirely to forget their 
duty to their country, He had been forced 
to admit amendments; but, whether with a 
view to benefit this or that country, or only 
to maintain that ſtation he now filled, the | 
public muſt be left to judge. 


— 


THrar the miniſter had ſolemnly declared 
he would admit no alteration in the original 
propoſitions is a fact. Did he keep his word? 
No; but by acting as he has done, it is plain 

LET his 


| 1 21 + 
his confidence in the ſupport of the prcfine 
Houſe of Commons begins to abate. And 
there is little doubt, but as they recede from 
the miniſter's confidence, they will riſe in 
the good opinion of the public. For per- 
haps, a more general and better founded 
alarm had never ſpread itſelf all over the 
kingdom than had been excited by the PP) 
e | 


Tux people have been very low in their * 
Prehenfions of the preſent miniſtry. From the 
preſent Parliament, undoubtedly the people 
had a right to expect the ſtrongeſt exertions, 
- and the moſt unremitting care for the general 
good. The majority had been ſent to Par- 
liament under the moſt popular approbation, 
though founded in deluſion, that ever had 


marked a general election. Vet, of the mi- 
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niſtry,” the people have ſhewn by the periti- . 1 


tions that croud the table, that, they have 2 
now, that confidence they once had; webs 
they are more ſeriouſly alarmed for the ſa 

of their trade and manufactures, and in 2 


degree, that no miniſter had ever dared to ex- 5 


poſe them t to before, 


LITTLE 
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n - Lirrts,. indeed, could the people ſaſpeat, . 
| Bo the fame: man who made himſelf popu- 
ay, by # "Uatporous ſuppoit. of a charter 
-- which had been abuſed—would,” when in 
power, have attempted to Hurry propoſitions 
ga the Houle, that entirely gave up 
I» for ever the power” of renewing that very 
charter. For no man would pretend to ſay, 
. t would have been doing leſs, if the miniſter 
. IJ 7 had: been my to {xp the 3 propoſtions. 
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5 r with what aſnithment muſt the pt | 
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eb, Jo many ahora muſt be . 
ee ruin, that," at one. 'blow ſwept away 2 bp 
the means of exiſtence to thouſands of- the 7 


oe 9 manüfacturers of Grove Britgin of — . 
f 2 75 4. b R : I; « . 8 
5 „e has. were che the petitidis . 


# IR be et table proved. Aud petitions from 

A more numerous, or more reſpectable 

dener men (bowever neglecked and in- 

ſulted by miniſtry) Had never been pre- 
5 ſented to this Houſe beſpgs.:. 3 

e thobgh an a Eadaded iis Wo. 5 

Was placed on the amendments that had been 

EY made. 
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made. Bot. were e they . to. deen. 
the evils: with which the. propoſitiqns were Ret 
loaded? No. Had the: petitions ceaſed to 7 f Wo 
come in fince the amendinents had been! * 
adopted? No- Had winiſy been able to . 
get any one ſet of mandfacturers in che king 75. 2 


dom to approve. of the "propoſitions not-. 8 


Withſtanding the amen ments x. Nor. They. 
have not been able to obtain one Paper of +. 
-, probation to. lay upon that. table, that groaus 
5 with the. maſs of petitions againſt the-*. 2 
propoſitions: * Was the conduct: of the mi- 52 
riſtry ſanctioned by any ohe ſet- of men in —.— 
rkhe kingdom, who. had appeared. in the bg," 8.492 
"nel e. Is not every” man in an alarm 275 +: 9 
_. who.has the leaſt ſenſe. «x thi danger of the \£ M0 4 
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Bor kt us de hag OST will be feet- 4 a 

ed. Will ſhe- only be -benefited ? ? Is there " 
Perz Prejudicial, to her intereſts contain- MX 

2 ed in this Propoſition —Undoubtedly yes. 

. | e 


* 4 ol „ | | J 24 * 
= 8 For! it is made a part of it, that ſhe muſt 
N relinquiſh her legiſlative independence, and» 
adopt again, in future, laws made by the 
Britiſh Parliament. 
NY To. take a-more. dre view viof this pro- 
* poſition — will be found that where the 
miniſtry have not diſplayed their imbecility 
5 they haye been infidious—where they 
- have not been inſidious they have been trea- , - 
7 x, nk cherous. And by one, or other, or, all 
theſe, have they been directed in their 
proſecution of . "wy propoſitiqn n now be- 
fore us. 7 8 
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5 My nes friend behind me, bes clear- 
ly eſtabliſhed the inſidious conduct of mini- 
ſtry, in their not having laid this propoſſtion y 

before the Iriſh Parliament with the others; 
- particularly, as, by it, Ireland binds herſelf * 
to "reſign her legiſlative independence.“ 
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* ON Mr. Taylor, the chairman of the Committee, 
reading the fourth propoſition, —Mr. Sheridan got up, 
and obſerved, that it was not the ſame that had been read 
the night before. To which Mr. Pitt replied, that the 


alteration | 
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Ix it ſhould be pretended that there was no. 
inſidious intention in not carrying this pro- 
poſition before that Parliament=-it becomes * 
proof of their imbecility i in not having done 
ſo—becauſe it is deemed effential : I and, there- 
fore, it proves, that miniſtry. had not- been 
capable of finiſhing and e there; 
Wen to lay before Ireland. Wn! 


| Ix it (ould be pretended that ROLL is no 
meaning in the clauſe which binds the Iriſh” 
to adopt the Britiſh acts of Parliament, and. 
that Ireland will not be bound by it, then 
muſt the whole be treachery | to this country. 


As a rod of the imbecility of miniſtry, 
and how diſtant this negociation is from the 
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alteration obſerved by the honourable gentleman, had 
been made in conſequence of a geſture he perceived on 
that fide of the Houſe, when the propoſition was read.,— 
Mr. Sheridan, in his ſpeech on this propoſition, declared, 
(what was not attempted afterwards to be denied by the 
miniſtry, ) * That this propoſition though declared to be 
the eſſence of the whole ſyſtem, in not having been laid 
before the Iriſh Parliament with the reſt, and containing 
a clauſe to reaſſume the legiſlative power of the Britiſh Par- 
liament over that of Ireland—was a conduct infidions 
according to all the worſt definitions of the term inſidious. 
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| alterations ciled amend ments: in this fourth L 
propoſition," was made in. conſequence of 
ſome SeRufes Re perceived on this ſide of the 


tle adminiſtration, i is able to rely upon their 
- own deliberations, than is conveyed in this 
declaration of the miniſter? That nothing 
permanent or beneficial to either country, 
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etination Ade to a weil: Gerben os; Mr. 
Fox obſerved, that very early 1 in this even- 
. ings debate, the right honourable gontl. man 


(Mr. Fit). had vlforined us, that one of the 


Houſe, hen the propoſition Was read in ——— 
Committberths laſt time of mn "Th 
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could be expected from the councils of thoſe 
who framed the propoſitions, I well knew. 
But, that ſuch a "mark. ſhould be ſet upon 


them by the miniſter, as this, that he had 
; adopted an alteration barely upon perceiving 
a geſture on this ſide of the Houſe, was an 


acknowledgement, how little they could de- 
pend on their own judgments, beyond what 
I could have looked for. 


War could the people think of the 
whole Oltem — When a geſture is the avowed 
| _ cauſe, 
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4 FR 2 ainilter; of an altoraigy, in. 
one of. the Iriſh* - propoſ} kians, Which is des 
clared gntia! o, cart ping: inio Meet the. . 
. preſent fettlemenit,. and forms one of the moſt 
' important. branches of that. ſyſtem, which OE 
is to give content to Ireland, ang. wc 9 
Is wa to both bande ler 8 
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Is 55 Tuts very gemi which ITY a mini- by 
er told us, muſt ſtand or 1 rogether,—- 
we now. find, by tlie, ſame miniſter, is be- 

come i weak in their own, eges, that's a gel, 
ture is a ſufficient reaſon to make an altera- E 

tion in it. Such is the conſiſtenty and: | 
mtl. of the Preſent adminiſtrations bg 
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No rw. TH 5TANDING, lag Shield der 
ation, the origival evil {till remains. But, | 
like every other alteration made in what is 
in itſelf radically bad, eyery. amendment (as - 
they are called) only ſhews the original de- 
formity of. the propchriong in ſtronger and 
| ſtronger colours, | 
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Tus fourth OS, as it now TTY 
can never be agreed to. The firſt and ſecond 
part are incompatible, and it is impoſũble chat 
both countries can agree to it. 

AW 


9 4 . 


©,» 8 CY 
22 — 
* * 


4 
? 
y 
\ 
0 
N 


„ „ IC nes 2. 


them A nation of 28 1 


e e 3 
lor the firſt part, Iceland i is Seve a par- a 
ticipation of our trade. This muſt afford, at 
firſt ſight, a fruitful proſpect to her. But what 


are the terms upon which ſhe is to attain this 


participation ? Why, by binding "herſelf to 
adopt ſuch Britiſh acts of Parliament here- 
after to be made, as Great Britain ſhall 


| think fit to ſend there. Will Ireland agree * 
to this with her eyes open? And will they : 
| not diſcover the fürrender demanded of 


them, on tlie firſt peruſal of the, propoſi- 


tion? "Undoubtedly they will, for to ſup- 
poſe they will nat, would be eſtimating 


Howtver detrimental an unlimited parti- * 
cipation of our trade may be, to out manu- 


facturers, yet, the benefit to Ireland mp . 


be remote. And Ireland, by. this Propoli- 


tion, in ſurrendering their legiſlative inde- 


pendence, gives we! a certain good for an 
uncertain benefit. 1 


Is a man were to ſet about Winnie a 
propoſition, that could contain matter moſt 
objectionable to both countries, he could not 
frame one more compleatly ſo than this 
fourth propoſition, | 
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Bncavsri the advantages held, Gut. by. * 


iſt part of it, are overbalanced/by't the * 
mand of a ſurrender of the legiſlative püwer 
| of Ireland. Hereäfter, Ireland has no power 
to conſult” her- own intereſts, but. muff allopt 
the Britiſh acts of Parliament; and; having. 


once agreed to the propoſitions, ſhe, . + 8; 


that time has no alternatiye, but 3 


the lays.framed here, 85 5 ber. 17-5 
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ä 15 it. ib del he People &- Ireland will 
5 not. ſee through this farce as favour ? 4 Will 
not. the mind of an Triſhman' revolt now at the- 
idea of keeping up the for ur of; a' Parliament; 


who muſt regiſter. thoſe” laws Which ſhall 


hereafter be ſent to Ireland! ? They cart, Rave 7 
no alternative, nor can they call one, of theſe 


laws into queſtion, or debate even upon 


their merits: having agreed t to accept theſe 
_. propoſitions, they wall be bound, for ever, o 
obey this condition, 325 


A attempt has been eds, by the 5 gs f 
fide of the Houſe, to afſert, that whatever 
the conſequences may be to Ireland ſhe will 
have no right to complain, becauſe the pro- 
been originated 1 in her own Parliament. 
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Wn) impoſe” ypor'a DNS: * any. 
Pietertes, but. .particulatly at the ſame. mo- 
ment v are *relling them of granting them 

| age which, they did not poſſeſs be- 
IT fore, could. only be attempted by: the old: 

of men, aud ee 
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bes LY 4 if ſuch a trick ld. ſucedſoful, 


Wl... - man pretend to ſay, that a ſyſtem built up- 


any thing like a harmonious or permanent 
8 under- 
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will any man pretend to ſay that an impifition 
=. is the moſt likely way to heal the diſquie- 
| tude of the people of Ireland? Does any 


on ſuch principles is capable of eſtabliſhing 
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© , lgland; But, a6: te laying any ſtreſs upon bo 
2 2 - the; propoſitions" ming from Ireland offi- 
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© Undeiſtanding bete en the ba 
He muſt be a viſionary) in 8 
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bes begged leave to ſuppoſe; a EE. 
were carrying on, a negooiafibn wi 
_ reign power that Were. friegdly 
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And ſu} ppoſe; that he W Te: coin; 


try, induced that Power, to "Prefer We ch. and 


. they found that they. had been 
Into an impoſition, is it to. be imagined they 


Would abide by it; mertly becauſe they had 


been ſeduced by our miniſtry to. be the 


ee of it? Undoubtedly "they. would | 


21. And indeed, ſo r far from thinking 


, weng hes bound to abide by it under ſuch 

5 eircdmſtances, their pride and intereſt would 4 
feel doubly wounded; and, the treachery ng 
of. ſuch à miniſter would operate with 


double force, to make them reject it more 
firmly and with N reſentment. 2 


. 


As, Ireland, by this propoſition, muſt be 
obliged to . adopt whatever laws Great-Bri- 
tain in her wiſdom ſhould ſee fit to make 

for 
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3 r. ge ſhar&—tis it not the molt obvious 
5 1 ius! in the World, that having that power, 
| the Britiſh Parliament would abandon the 1 in⸗ 
tereſt ok⸗ this country, ” if, in framing her 


Hi -the y were not particularly attentive to 


ws > 
= 


eden to- allobcc chat this. mould not happen, 
and that 1 it never did happen, yet, ſtill, ſuch. 
1 the natdral Ralouſy ofhuman nature, ſuch 
the; apprebienfion” naturally raiſed by giving. 
Power to others, that ſuſpicions will una- 


of 25 alt e W * 


5 


Tur chiefeft aim of 14000 in alt wary 
late endeavours, was, to obtain an independ- 


8 


a legiſlature independent of Great-Britain. Is 
it to be imagined, that under the idea of get- 
ting a participation of our trade ſhe will re- 
linquiſh that power? It would in fact be 
yielding up her independency entirely to do 
ſo, and it would be eſtimating them a nation 
of idiots, to ſuppoſe they would give up the 
principal characteriſtic of a free people, or, 

to 


regitlaticy of that trade, which Ire-. 25 


| th he. articular | intereſts of Great-Britain.? = 
* No man can doubt it. Vet, if we were 


voidably riſe, and the natural conſequences 5 


. «6 
r 
13 

p * 


ent Parliament, and ſhe is now poſſeſſed of 


— 4s 
9 
_ 


N 
to make a certain facrifice for a promiſed be- 
nefit they never may be the better for. 


Even if Ireland agreed to eo her 
legiſlative independence, and bound herſelf 
to adopt in ſilence whatever laws Great-Bri- 
tain ſhall hereafter think proper to impoſe; 
are we to expect the ſame obedience to thoſe 
laws as if they were framed by their own 
Parliament? there was, Mr. Fox obſerved, 
a material difference between that kind of 
obedience, which aroſe from a mind influ- 
enced and guided by voluntary and conſtitu- 
tional ideas ; and that, which aroſe from the 
mind which aimed not beyond that which 
claimed no higher deſcription than the 
French gave, by the term par maniere d ac 
guit, Tedious and ineffectual muſt be the 
obedience paid to laws framed in this coun- 
try for Ireland now; when that ſpirit, which 
alone gives energy and dignity to the execu- 
tion of all laws is broken and diſcomfitted. 


THis fourth propoſition, therefore, is ſo 
pregnant with evils and objections, that the 
framer of i it ſcems only to have been en- 

5 F gaged 
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gaged how to diſtreſs us with the difficult 


of enumerating them. 


Tus ſtand the objections againſt this 
fourth propoſition. Objections on all ſides 
unanſwerable, ſolid, and irremoveable. That 
in the very face and front of them threaten 
worſe conſequences, and, in future, greater 
evils than any that can now exiſt. 


Mx. Fox, begged leave to ſtate, before he 
concluded, that it was the practice of the 
right honour»ble gentleman, (Mr. Pitt) in 
anſwer to any remarks that he (Mr. Fox) 
had the honour to ſubmit to that Houſe, to 
take great pains to make 1t be believed, that 


he (Mr. Fox) by expoſing the weakneſs and 


fallacy of the meaſures of adminiſtration, 
in effect, created them. 


Goss and abſurd as ſuch a mode of ar- 
gument certainly was, the right honourable 
gentleman was ſo conſtant in the uſe of it, 
that he (Mr. Fox) foreſaw, that on the pre- 
ſent occaſion it would form the line of his 
conduct. Of this, it was only neceſſary to 
obſerve, that it would be incumbent on the 


right 


8:1 
right honourable gentleman. to prove, how 
the expoſure of an evil could create it. 


Mr. Fox, with ſome warmth, declared, 
that he hoped he was too well acquainted 
with his duty in Parliament, to. fit there 
merely to regiſter the meaſures of any mini- 


ſtry without examing them to the, beſt of his 
abilities, 


IF the arguments he has uſed to ſhew the 
fallacy and inſufficiency of this fourth pro- 
poſition, and its direct tendency to injure 
both countries be not founded upon facts, 
the good ſenſe of the people of Ireland will 


pay no regard to them. The manufacturers 
in Great-Britain will be contented. 


ADMINISTRATION have taken ſome pains 
to make us believe, that if they can carry 
this fourth propoſition in the Iriſh Parlia- 
ment, there is an end of the buſineſs, and 
an end to all apprehenfions on our part, as 
the treaty muſt then be final. 


Bur let us not deceive ourſelves with this 
idea; nor think fo meauly of the Iriſh ; that 


F 2 | even 
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even if their Parliament ſhould make a ſur- 
render of their legiſlative independence, that 
the people at large will agree to it, or re- 
main quiet under ſuch a facrifice. 


THERE are recent hiſtorical fats, which 
prove, that the acquieſcence of the Iriſh: 
Houſe of Commons is not concluſive. And 
it was neceſſary to make this remark now, 
that we might not be deceived into a belief, 
that by their acceding to this fourth pro- 
poſition, the buſineſs muſt be finally ſet- 
Wen: :- 


Ir was not the acquieſcence merely of 
this or that deſcription of men, that could 
ſettle, upon a firm baſis, the terms that 
were equal to bind and cement the intereſts 
and proſperity of a great commercial people, 
if that acquieſcence be given in oppoſition to 
reaſon and to facts. 


Salus populi ſuprema 18 was a maxim uni- 
verſally admitted. And ſuch was the un- 
fortunate conſtruction of the fourth propoſi- 
tion, that nothing Was more probekle; than 

that 


L. 37. if 
that both countries would be — to Wo: 


peal to it for relief. 


INcoMPETENT as the propoſitions had 
been found to quiet the uneaſineſſes, or, ſe- 
cure the affections of Ireland; and, perni- 
cious as this fourth propoſition was, in par- 
ticular, to the honour or intereſts of either 
country; Mr. Fox appealed to the candour 
and good ſenſe of the committee whether 
it would not, now, be more fair, more manly 
and more honourable, to addreſs: the Iriſh 


to this purpoſe, * That, however defirous 


and happy we ſhould be to ſerve you, yet 
e in juſlice to our own country, we find 
«© we cannot grant what we offered. With- 
“ out being the ruin of many here, we 
% cannot ſerve an equal number of you, 
Without expoſing our own country and 
* its manufactories and manufacturers ta 
“ ruin; or, without your yielding up the 
* independency of your Parliament, we 
F6 nt grant the nee, offered ta 
* you,” 


GLoowr, diſgraceful, Ba fatal as this ad 
dreſs would prove to * preſent miniſtry— 
yeb 
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yet it cannot be denied, but the ſame addreſs 
is conveyed to the Iriſh indirecily by this very 
propoſition, 


To proſecute this meaſure, upon terms 
that never can be adhered to, and, if ad- 
mitted, can never prove permament, muſt 
prove the ſource of endleſs and additional 


complaints from Ireland, and trouble to 
Great-Britain. | 


As a generous and liberal people, the Iriſh 
ought to be dealt with accordingly. They 
are capable of receiving the worſt with for- 
titude, but, it is by no means to be expect- 
ed, therefore, that they will be impoſed up- 
on with patience. The proſperity of Ireland 
is undoubtedly to be conſidered as the proſpe- 
rity of Great- Britain; and, there is no Iriſhman 
of ſenſe, but is equally ſenſible that the proſ- 

perity of England is the proſperity of Ireland. 


Ix our proſperity, the Iriſh are as firmly 
intereſted, as we are in theirs ; and if they 
cannot proſper without endangering that 
trade upon which the revenue of the em- 
1 principally depends for ſupport - they 

would 
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would ultimately find it a e Ou 
bought. | 


Yer it is by no means my opinion that the 
proſperity of Ireland may not be promoted 
without injury to the Britiſh trade. But this 
I am ſure of, no good can ever ariſe from 
the preſent meaſure of ' miniſtry, towards 
carrying on the purpoſes ſo much wanted, 
—that of a perfect and cordial underſtanding 
between the two countries. 


 NoTninG was more plain, and nothing 
was more true, that the more the Iriſh pro- 
poſitions had been inveſtigated, the greater 
number of objections roſe up againſt them. 
They promiſed much to Ireland, but take 
away more than they give. The learned 
gentleman over the way (Mr. Dundas) has 
ſaid more to theſe points probably than he 
intended; he avowed a caution neceſſary on 
his part, to ſay, how /iztle Ireland would be 
benefited, how much Great-Britain would 
be a gainer. 'This was the miniſterial lan- 
guage here; and, it was well known they 
held another language in the other kingdom. 
Ty was only part of that littleneſs of conduct, 
mixed 
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mixed with duplicity, that diſtinguiſhed all 
the meaſures of the preſent miniſtry, and par- 
ticularly in their conduct through this nego- 
ciation. | 


Tuts ſyſtem is pregnant with the worſt 
conſequences to both countries. Without 
adminiſtring any certain good to Ireland, it is 
to be accompliſhed, only by a ſurrender of 
her legiſlative independence. The partici- 
pation threatens, on one hand, ruin to ma- 
ny of our moſt valuable manufacturies and 
demands a ſurrender from Ireland ever too 
dear for her to pay for any advantages of trade 
ſo remote and uncertain as it may proves A 
ſyſtem loaded with ſuch objections, and 
pregnant with ſuch miſchiefs to both coun- 
tries, Mr. Fox declared he could not vote for. 


For, monſtrous as the ſacrifices were, 
that had been attempted by mihiſtry, to be 
made to Ireland, (in particular that of the 
power of renewing the Eaſt- India Compa- 
ny's Charter) Deſtructive as this fourth 
propoſition muſt prove to thouſands of ma- 
nufacturers in this kKingdom—yet, nothing 
was more obvious, than this fact, that Ire- 
land would reap no advantage whatever, as 
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the reſumption of the Britiſh Parliament 
over that of Ireland' takes a power that does 
away every idea of benefit to be expected 
from the participation of our trade. 


NuMEROVUs as the objections, againſt this 
propoſition, really were, Mr. Fox declared he 
did not take upon him to ſay, that all the 
objections contained in them were yet found 
out. For, as more of them were diſcovered, 
the more they ſeemed to multiply, and grow 
daily ſtronger by their numbers. It was not 
therefore to be wondered, that miniſtry did 
every thing in their power to hurry them 
through Parliament. But let them beware 
of the conſequences, 


IMPREGNATED as the propoſitions are with 
the moſt alarming miſchiefs to both coun- 
tries, and foreign as they are to effect any 
one good purpole to either country, it was 
his (Mr. Fox's) duty to oppoſe them. For 
inſtead of producing benefits, they will cer- 
tainly prove the ſource of the moſt unhappy 
conſequences bath to Great-Britain and to 
Ireland, | 
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| General, Mr. Wax ll, Mr. M.A. Taylor, and Major 8 
Tb Ole for the New Year afcribed to Sir G. P. Tu 
An irregular Ode aſcribed to Mr. H. Dundas. The 2 58 
Þ* gs „I. agd II. complete to the preſent time Together 
wi 


th a great number of o:her additional and original 
in Verſe and Proſe, written by perſons of faſhion, on — 
late topics; che whoſe reviſed and erred. Price 33. 64. 
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A Collection of "Wh moſt 1 Kar Fn 


TRACTS, which were printed during the Years 1780, 


ge 500 1732, 1783 and 1784. 

[n this olle&ion 15 contained, among other valu- 
able a Mr. Haſtings's Letter; Major Scott's conduct 
of the Miniſter; All in the Wrong ; Retroſpective View of 


the Mahratta War; State of the Eaſt. India Company; Mr. 


Francis's Speech; Minutes on Sir Elijah Impey's Appoint- 
ment; Genuine Memoits of Aſiaticos; Tanjore- Papers; 
Major Scott's Speech; Mr. Cotsford*s Letters; DeteQor's 
Letters; Popular Topics ; &c. &c. in 5 Volumes, ws 
'Price 4 168. half bound and lettered. 


Arden Anecdotes, through various Parte of EU- 
ROPE. By JAMES DOUGLAS. ag Edition, wich 
eight Bugravings. Price 68. in boa 7 | 


A Year's Journey through the Pais Bas, or brian Ne- 
cherlande. By PHILIP I Eſq. in two vols. ; 


" Hiſtoire de L'Art de L*Antiquite; par M. Winkelwaan, | 
traduite de L*'AHemande, par M. * 3 toms. * N 
Price 21. 168. ſewed. —__—_ 
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